The following second part of our analysis provides historical background information in order to better understand future options of the Kurds. We explain here in some detail why so far in contemporary history, virtually all efforts failed to achieve legitimate national rights for the Kurds and why they could and should not be repeated in the future. We basically show in sketched small historical chapters that Kurds to date could only win limited national rights, like some forms of autonomous regional self-rule. The reasons for that are in many aspects. Firstly, because they were used over centuries both by dominant central as well as foreign powers as proxies for their interests and also cooperated with them for own split aims. Second, because Kurds are chronically divided, constantly at loggerheads, disunited (Sheikhmous, 1992 (Sheikhmous, & 2013 in disunity") and fragmented. Thirdly, although they remain a considerable force of stability in Eurasia and the Middle East and are indeed underway to democracy they are still unable to come true majority rule of Western democracies. And last but not least, because they lack experience governing themselves and diplomacy to secure their own national rights with one strong united voice.
Proclamations of an Independent Kurdish State
Until now, no Kurdish leader proclaimed an independent greater Kurdish state for all Kurds and their extensive inter-regional habitat in Eurasia and the Middle East.
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enhance both its influence on Baghdad and the Iraqi Kurds alike, whether even handed remains to be seen.
In geostrategic terms, both Iran and the later Iraq (former Ottoman Mesopotamia) emerged since the end of the 19th century as most important regions for rising Great Powers like Russia and Great Britain 4 who were particularly keen to intensify their expansionist political strategies all over Eurasia and the Middle East. They had one basic highly controversial interest in common, both needed oil and gas as decisive fuel to world power. Russia, for its part, is since then continuously trying to extend geostrategic spheres of influence southward, first over northern Iran, later all over Iran and beyond, most notably to oil and gas rich areas in the North and South of Iraq, and on top of that Russia also wanted to secure access to warm water ports, to the Gulf in the South-East and the Mediterranean in the South-West, as well as to vital international trade roots. Kurds are viewed by Russia in this regard both as usable "proxies" and as potential partners alike. However, each and every time (in recent history) when Russia felt it could not uphold anymore an equal handed policy towards central powers (in Teheran, Baghdad, Ankara or Damascus) and the Kurds, and that it had to opt either way, Moscow decided on a regular basis against Kurds. The contemporary development in short: Even on her world-political death-bed, the Russian monarchy tried in 1916-1917 to establish, in the north-west of Iran, regional minority regimes, dependent on Moscow; however, these efforts were not successful. Later, in the middle of the 20th century, Soviet Russia managed to conjure up -temporarilytwo minority republics, Azerbaijan and Kurdistan. But here again it failed in the long run to create a belt of minority states to secure its geostrategic interests towards the South and Iran.
At the end of WWI, a mainly tribal, conservative Kurdish society in the northwest of Iran, broadly based on a single products economy like tobacco, vigorously resisted spreading Russian advances into north-western Iran continuing to fight for regional self-rule and as much independent as possible from the Finally, the 1946 Agreement on Oil was rejected by the (Iranian) parliament (majles), which declared it null and void, and in 1956 the Soviet side officially abandoned its claims to oil explorations by the Kavir-e Kuriān company.
3 Zhdannikov, Dmitry (2018) . The great Russian oil game in Iraqi Kurdistan. Reuters, London, April 19, 2018: https://www.reuters.com/article/us-rosneft-iraq-insight/the-great-russian-oil-game-in-iraqi-kurdist an-idUSKBN1HQ1R3 (accessed 19 April 2018) 4 See for Britain's policy in Kurdistan for example Ali, 1992: p. 464 : "This continued policy, which dates back to the nineteenth century has the following distinct features: 1) persistent support of the regional powers in the Middle East in their efforts to suppress the Kurdish revolts which Britain viewed as a threat to the stability in the area; and 2) the readiness on the part of Britain to manipulate the Kurds in order to secure her imperial interests in the region." Soon after Germany attacked the Soviet Union in 1941, two Allied powers, Britain and the USSR, invaded Iran without a declaration of war in order to pre-empt a German occupation of the country. Though, Iran was formally neutral, Reza Shah Pahlavi was leaning towards Germany. Soviet forces occupied northern Iran, British took over the south, separated by a small buffer zone (Mojab, 2001: p. 74) . Reza Shah was accused of being sympathetic to Nazi-Germany, was forced to abdicate and replaced by his young son Mohammad Reza Pahlavi , who reigned Iran from 16 September 1941 to 11 February 1979. The Soviets secured from the North of Iran supply lines to and from the Gulf, the British managed to obtain crucial oil concessions mainly from SW to NW of Iran, which the former failed to get for good after decades of unsuccessful negotiations. Subsequently, the Soviet Union tried to extend and consolidate its influence over the north of Iran by initiating and supporting the formation of pro-Moscow regional satellite "Republics" in Azerbaijan and Kurdistan. 5 The first national census of Iran was taken in November 1956, ten years after the fall of the Mahabad Republic. No census data in Iran are available before 1956 (Mojab, 2001: p. 78; 2005: p. 358-366; Vali, 2011: p. 159) . Estimates indicate for Mahabad a population of ca. 16,000 in 1945: Eagleton, 1963: p. 27 : "population was 16,000 in 1945 and 22,000 in 1961"; Mojab, 2001: p. 78 , quoting in ftn. 6 the Iranian "Ketāb-e Asāmi-ye Dehāt-e Keshvar [The Registry of the Country's Villages]" (1950: p. 26) . For end of 1948, Mahabad city population figures were given with about 16,455 of which 8,189 were women and 8,266 men. According to Ghassemlou, 1988: 15 ca. 95 percent of the Iranian Kurdish population in 1945 were illiterate. Mojab, 2001 Mojab, : p. 78 cites similar figures for 1946 Mojab, and 1956 ; See also Chaliand, 1993 . 6 Fossum, 1918 , 10: 7, 5-6 (quoting Fossum l.c.: Mojab, 2005 : p. 362: "In 1915 , the Russian army massacred the male population of Sauj Bulaq (Mahabad) and took away about two hundred women for abuse"). See also : Nikitin, Basil (1941) . La Perse que j 'ai connue, 1909 -1919 , typed memoir, Paris: Bibliothèque INALCO, (Persian translation 1947 , mentions pp. 234-238 atrocities and massacres; p. 312: In WWI military operations of Russians, Turks, Armenians, Assyrians and Kurds approximately 700,000 people were killed and countless cities razed to the ground. Further reading: Jawaideh, 2006 : p. 258. Farrokh, 2011 Fossum (1879 Fossum ( -1920 , quoted from: The Kurdistan Missionary no. 12, Sept. 1916 & 10: 7, 1918 , 5-6, in: Mahabad Magazine, no. 102, September 2009 : pp. 3-5: "In the area of Mahabad alone 7670 people were murdered, thousands of women and girls were taken to Tabriz and even sold for $5"; additional sources in: Mahabad Magazine, no. 105, December 2009, p. 4 : "Russians massacred people and destroyed houses for three days and nights"; additional partial translations of Fossum's reports by Ahmad Ghazi published in Mahabad Magazine, no. 71, December 2006, pp. 5-6 (Roosevelt, 1947: pp. 250-251; Eagleton, 1963: pp. 16-23, 41-42) . In 1945, it acted as a buoyant victor of WWII taking full advantage of a fluid post-war situation and using the Kurds as "proxies" mainly to get oil-concessions and influence over Iran and beyond. Accordingly, the Kremlin adapted its attitude towards the Kurds from reluctant and vague promises for regional autonomy in 1941 to an active, even though only temporary and short-lived, cooperation in 1945-1946, establishing a Kurdish "Republic" in Mahabad in the northwest of Iran modelled on Soviet-style SSR satellites in the south of the USSR. The Soviet government acted in the person of Jafar Baghirov , the communist leader of the Azerbaijan SSR from 1932 to 1953, who executed the instructions of Georgian born USSR dictator Joseph Stalin . Baghirov first invited in 1941 (Eagleton, 1963 (Eagleton, : p. 16: "late 1941 Roosevelt, 1947 Roosevelt, : p. 251: "in 1942 ) some thirty Kurdish leaders, mainly rival tribal chiefs, feudal and conservative, who represented the Iranian Kurdish societies, to Baku, the capital of the Azerbaijani SSR. Among them were contrasting personalities like Sheikh Abdullah Effendi Gilani, the most respected Sufi religious leader in northern Iranian Kurdistan at the time, whose influence extended into Iraq and Turkey (Eagleton, 1963: p. 19-20) , a son of Sayyid Taha of Shemdinan in Hakkari, Turkey, other representatives of more than sixty Iranian Kurdish tribes at the time, and also Qazi Mohammed (1893 Mohammed ( -1947 , a bourgeois Mahabad intellectual, lawyer, judge of an Islamic court, a socially minded resolute personality of small stature and a dynamic speaker. The members of the group were carried by car to Tabriz, the capital of Iranian Azerbaijan, and from there by train to Baku and back again. Their first visit in Baku lasted two weeks. The Soviets replied ambiguous to Kurdish demands but showed already in 1941in Baku special respect for Qazi Mohammed, who later in 1946 became "President" of the "Kurdish Republic of Mahabad". A further, largely identical group travelled to Baku on the invitation of Baghirov in the second half of September 1945 . This time, its Kurdish composition was already entirely selected by Qazi Mohammed and under his leadership. The Soviets had already picked Qazi Mohammed in the summer of 1945 as "their man" (Eagleton, 1963: p. 42 ) to run a future Kurdish "Republic" in Mahabad and the "Komala" movement as their political instrument. "Komala" was founded on September 16, 1942, as a clandestine party organization by a small group of some 15 middle-class merchants and local petty officials near Mahabad. The youngest was a nineteen-year-old student, the oldest at about fifty, a tobacco commissioner. They called them- 241 Advances in Anthropology selves "Komala", "Committee" (in full: "Komala-i-Zhian-i-Kurd", or "Committee of Kurdish Youth"). At the beginning no leader was chosen. "Komala" acted like a "democratically ordered grouping", with no "dominant clique" emerging within the party (Eagleton, 1963: p. 39 habad Republic" at the end of 1946. The influence of "Komala" spread rapidly and it soon became the political backbone of the nationalist independence aspirations of the Iranian Kurds (Roosevelt, 1947: pp. 250-251) . In October 1944, a group of about twenty-four party members offered the leadership of "Komala"
to Qazi Mohammed. He accepted and swore the oath but was "never elected to the Central Committee" (Eagleton, 1963: p. 39; Roosevelt, 1947: p. 253 explains the delayed acceptance of Qazi Mohammed as leader with fears of founding party members that he "would eventually dominate the party and end its democratic character". "Komala" "did finally admit him" "at Soviet insistence", Roosevelt wrote and found that the result was a "one-man rule of the party").
In the meantime, the Soviets had altered their position between 1941 and 1945 towards the (Iranian) Kurds decisively. At the first meeting in Baku in late 1941
Jafar Baghirov, the PM of the Azerbaijan SSR at the time and acting on behalf of the Kremlin, was rather cautious when discussing Kurdish demands, speaking largely in general terms and communicating mainly the impression that the Soviet Union was with the (Iranian) Kurds. National Kurdish aspirations were only vaguely touched upon (Eagleton, 1963: pp. 23-24) . Soon after in May 1942, Kurdish tribal leaders already in claimed frank terms in discussions with Russian officials in Tabriz and Rezaieh demanded freedom in national affairs (Eagleton, 1963: p. 24) . During the year 1944 both Azerbaijan and Kurdistan in Iran were already filled with Soviet political officers and other agents (Roosevelt, 1947: p. 251 ). In the summer of 1945 the demand for Kurdish autonomy was openly discussed with the Russians on a regular basis. At the second meeting in Baku in September 1945 the Kurdish delegation entered into negotiations with written demands for a separate Kurdish state and comprehensive assistance from the Soviet Union, in particular for arms, supply and money. Their draft proposals were slowly written down by Qasim Ilkhanizadeh from Bukan, chosen "because of his fine hand" (Eagleton, 1963: p. 44) .
Baghirov indicated in a keynote speech the readiness of the Soviet Union to grant the Kurds a greater Kurdistan state comprising the Kurdish areas of Turkey, Iraq and Iran. However, as he literally said, there was no need for the Kurds to hurry the formation of their own state. Kurdish freedom must be based not in Iran alone but also in Iraq and Turkey. A separate state was only desirable in the future when the entire Kurdish "nation" could be united. In the meantime, Kurdish aspirations should be achieved by autonomy of the Kurds within a greater concluded that since the Kurds had been promised their own state by the Soviets they would also expect to receive all necessary means to defend it and make it prosper (Eagleton, 1963: pp. 43-45) . Baghirov finally urged the Iranian Kurds to dissolve "Komala" and transform it into the "Democratic Party of Kurdistan" ("Hizb i Demokrat i Kurdistan") in line with the "Democratic Party of Azerbaijan", which was publicly announced in Tabriz on September 3, 1945. Baghirov also referred to the armed revolt of Mulla Mustafa Barzani in northern Iraq and warned that he "was a British spy", which, however, did not concern the Iranian Kurdish delegation in Baku much (Eagleton, 1963: pp. 45-46) .
3) Formation of the "Democrat Party of Kurdistan" Iran 1945 The "Democratic Party of Azerbaijan" evolved in September 1945 as an independence party to replace the "Tudeh" of Azerbaidjan. The "Tudeh Party" ("Hezb-e Tūdeh-e Īrān", Party of the masses [the people] of Iran) was a popular front of Marxist left-wing movements that had been used by the Soviet Union as political instrument to penetrate Iran. Although it was successful in other parts of Iran, it had never taken root in Kurdistan. "Tudeh" abolished itself, reformed as the "Democrat Party of Azerbaijan", used Azeri Turkish as its official language and demanded separation from Iran (Roosevelt, 1947: p. 253; Lenczowski, 1947: pp. 29-45) . In contrast, the "Democrat Party of Kurdistan" was formed out of the Kurdish nationalist "Komala" independence movement which neither had communist party nor Soviet inspired Marxist ideological roots. The formation of the "Democrat Party of Kurdistan" was formally announced by Qazi Mohammed after his return from the second trip to Baku at the end of September 1945. He called a foundation meeting in Mahabad and urged all Kurds to join (Roosevelt, 1947: p. 254 "no territorial changes that do not accord with the freely expressed wishes of the peoples concerned"; point 3: "the right of all peoples to choose the form of government under which they will live; and they wish to see sovereign rights and self-government restored to those who have been forcibly deprived of them". The foundation of the new party resulted in the dissolution of the "Komala JK" and the absorption of its members by the Kurdish Iranian "Democrats" (Roosevelt, 1947: p. 254) . It "took twenty days to get everything ready" (Eagleton, 1963: 7 Issued as joint declaration and statement (no formal legal document) at Naval Station Argentia, a former U.S. Navy base 1941-1994, which (Eagleton, 1963: p. 57 ). The change in name was not accompanied by fundamental alterations in the party organization. The composition of the Central Committee was not immediately modified. Qazi Mohammed had not been a member in the old party, nor did he become one in the new one. He "merely continued to dominate the Kurdish movement, with Russian advice from behind the scenes" (Eagleton, 1963: p. 57 Barzani (1903 Barzani ( -1979 was also present (Roosevelt, 1947: p. 257; cf. also: Eagleton, 1963: p. 61; Blake, 2009 : p. 33, refer-8 Roosevelt, 1947 published an eight-point "Manifesto", Eagleton, 1963: p. 57 "one version" of a party program which is composed of seven points but is in its content similar to the "Manifesto" declaration.
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A (freely elected) "Parliament" was not mentioned. In the mid-morning of January 22, 1946, a sunny and mild winter day, the "Republic" of Mahabad Mohammed held a short fifteen minutes proclamation speech on a wooden platform, wearing a Soviet-style army uniform that had just been made for him in Tabriz, and the white turban of a religious dignitary. He said the Kurds were a people apart, occupying their own land and sharing with other nations the right to self-determination. Amid cheers he thanked the Central Committee of the party and the people of Kurdistan for heaving chosen him to lead the new nation, and the Soviet Union for moral and material support. Eagleton, 1963: p. 63: "An autonomous Kurdish Republic was from that moment established". It was the first Kurdish experiment in forming a modern-style autonomous government (Mojab, 2001: pp. 77-79) , was in practice independent of the Iranian state even months before the proclamation of a "Republic" but acted de facto always within the borders of the then Iranian Kingdom. The founder of the "Republic" was not a tribal or feudal leader but rather a new party which demanded the creation of a greater Kurdistan, though its territory (influence area) was limited to the northern parts of Iranian Kurdistan. The "President" of the "Republic", Qazi (Mojab, 2001: p. 3 ). Shahrzad Mojab is distinguishing "this state from its pre-modern predecessors not only by its republican form, which was administered by a political party and a cabinet, but also by its modern educational system, modern media, national army, tax system, national anthem, national flag, national language, and mobilization of women into educational, cultural and political life."
The exercise of state power was, however, in all cases of Kurdish history male gendered (Mojab, 2001: p. 3, 77-79; Hassanpour, 1992 Hassanpour, & 1994 . (1900/1901-1947) was sentenced to death along with his ministers for "sedition", "secession" and "treason". They were executed 15 on March 31, 1947, with the exception of one who was given immunity according to his high religious status.
The short-lived "Kurdish Republic of Mahabad" collapsed above all because the Soviet Union dropped them after it became clear to the Stalin regime that it 13 The most reliable figures about the strength of Kurdish "Peshmerga" at the time of the Mahabad "Republic" are still provided by Eagleton, 1963: pp. 91-93 . Additional figures are given among others by Lortz, 2005: pp. 27-30 and Nerwiy, 2012: pp. 151-153 . Therefore, the estimated hypothetical military strength of all involved Kurdish tribes at the time was around 10,000 to 15,000 soldiers. Barzanis from Iraq contributed the by far strongest and dominant Kurdish military forces which formed the backbone of the Mahabad "National Army". Of these, 1,200 were under the superior command of Mustafa Barzani, and 900 under Sheikh Ahmad, an older brother, but not at the front, and both were infantry. 14 Therefore, remarks like Roosevelt, 1947: p. 257 : "A national parliament of thirteen members was formed, and on January 22, I946, Qazi elected president of the new Republic" are both not entirely correct.
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On March 31, 1947, 3 a.m., Ghazi Mohammad, Seif Ghazi and Sadr Ghazi, were hanged on three separate gibbets at the Chwar Chira circle night (3 a.m.) at the same place where fourteen months earlier the Republic of Kurdistan had been proclaimed (Nerwiy, 2012: p. 190; Eagleton, 1963: p. 122 (Ghassemlou, 1988: pp. 135-136; Nerwiy, 2012: p. 182 ). However, the Kurdish "Republic" of Mahabad was not a Soviet "puppet" state.
8) No break-away Kurdish state from Iran
The Kurdish "Republic" of Mahabad was a short-lived independent (self-ruled) "state" but never broke away from the territory of the then Iranian monarchy. It developed its own regional administration and issued official documents such as birth certificates, but had no clear, final and secured border, and therefore no own fixed territory. Also, its administrative and political terminology was ambiguous. For example, it used different words for Ministries and changed terms for Ministers (from "wazir" to "rais"). Its leaders did not have a precise clear-cut vision of the term "Republic" either. 18 They neither interpreted, understood nor used the terms "republic" or "state" exclusively in the sense of creating a break-away state from Iran. Rather, they insisted several times that they acted intentionally within the Iranian constitution by merely invoking the global right of (all peoples) to self-determination 19 and establishing local/regional self-rule similar to models that already existed at the time. These models included the national minority "states" (SSRs) within the "Soviet Union"
(of states), or like a federal member-state of the United States of America, and to 16 Laqueur, 1956: p. 224 : "But the Soviet government apparently did not consider at all their political potentialities, and did not want to appear as a 'Kurdlsh power' in Middle Eastern politics." 231: "The Russians, who had promised much help, did not provide any, and in the end Qadi Muhammad was betrayed by all."
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The term "puppet" would indicate a totally submissive Iranian Kurdish existence to Soviets which was evidently not the case. Kurdish scientists like Amir Hassanpour (1943 Hassanpour ( -2017 and his widow Sharzad Mojab are publishing since decades evidence disproving "puppet" labels for the Mahabad "Republic" (cf. for instance Hooglund's obituary 2018: MEC 27, 95-98: "Amir was quite passionate about the Mahabad Republic, insisting that it never was a Soviel-created puppet regime, as the Iranian government and US scholars claimed, but an effort by Kurds, who genuinely wanted local autonomy for administering their towns and villages and to obtain recognition of their right to teach Kurdish in the public schools.") Similar views are also expressed by younger Iranian scholars like Khandagh, 2013: p. 4 : "Western writers are mistaken in assuming the party to be a Soviet puppet [,,,] . The true cause of the revolution was not communist-inspired by the USSR, but due to the abject poverty within Kurdistan, a situation ignored by the central government. The movement was purely a nationalist movement that sought to establish Kurdish as the official language in schools and local government, and, quite independent from the Soviet Union. The USSR became involved only through the Kurds' need for material support that was not forthcoming from the Iranian government." Examples for dissenting views: Coene, 2009: p. 102, 136; Farrokh, 2012: p. 283, 288, 293 : "Many Kurds realized that theirs was not a truly independent Kurdish state but a Soviet puppet state."; Wilber, 2014: p. 136; Encyclopaedia Britannica (2018) : "short-lived Republic of Mahābād, with a Soviet-backed puppet government", online: https://www.britannica.com/place/Mahabad (accessed 20 June 2018). 18 Nerwiy, 2012: p. 139: "the term republic implies a sovereign country with clearly defined borders. Although the Kurdish government enjoyed a certain level of sovereignty within the geographical areas that it controlled, it was certainly not fully sovereign and it had border conflicts [...] ." Ftn. 471: "the use of the term 'Republic' by the Kurdish leaders is highly indicative of their ignorance regarding political science, diplomacy, and governance." (Nerwiy, 2012: pp. 188-190; Eagleton, 1963: pp. 123-124 Eagleton, 1963 : p. 63. Laqueur, 1956 : "Several interesting differences between the programme of the Mahabad Republic and those of the Kurdish Democratic Party in Persia and its sister party In Iraq should be noted. Qadi Muhammad was in favour of Kurdish autonomy within the Persian state. The Iraqi Kurdish Party, on the other hand, demanded a federative Iraqi state, but freedom for the Kurds in their foreign policy, too. They also demanded the nationalization of all natural resources -while preserving ownership of the land -economic development, and an increase in the standard of living, as well as separation of the 'Church' from the 'State'." 20 Ghassemlou, 1988: pp. 50-51; Nerwiy, 2012: p. 181 . 21 Westermann, 1946: p. 686: "no experience of self-rule"; Ghassemlou, 1988: pp. 135-136: Inexpe- rience in running government institutions was one course of the fall of the Republic of Kurdistan. Their leaders had no experience in politics and were ignorant in establishing and administering a civil government. Cf. also : Nerwiy, 2012: p. 182. 22 Farrokh 2011: 293: "The Soviets hoped to merge all Kurds into Soviet Azarbaijan, but the Kurds felt that if they should join a larger state, they had far more affinity with Iran. When the Iranian army arrived in December 1946, the vast majority of Kurds (like the Azaris) showed little desire to die on behalf of Moscow." See also: Arfa, 1966: p. 86, 101. 23 Nerwiy, 2012: p. 188: "The first indictment referred to the establishment of the Republic of Kurdistan, attempts to secede and fracture Iranian territorial integrity, the formation of the National Army and award military ranks, to bring down the flag of Iranian government and replace it with the Kurdish flag, relations with outsiders (Soviets)."
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The Kurds see the right to armed resistance against political despots inter alia in contemporary history confirmed by UNSCR Resolution 688 (1991) (Eagleton, 1963: p. 79 ). The first to wear such a local Kurdish-designed-version of Russian-style uniforms was Qazi Mohammed at the proclamation ceremony of the "Republic" on 22 January 1946. Subsequently, many Kurdish tribal chiefs wanted such a new Russian-style uniform too, because they made them look like commanding Soviet officers, as Eagleton noted and later Ghassemlou, 1988: p. 75 confirmed. Ghassemlou recalls "tribal leaders who asked Ghazi Mohammad to acquire for him another military rank, which when he returned to his village, would create more respect for him" (Nerwiy, 2012: p. 153 ). As for awarding higher military ranks, Roosevelt, 1947: p. 257 noted that in the course of the "Republic" proclamation on January 22, 1946, leading Kurdish tribal leaders like Zêro Beg Herki received the (honorary) rank of "marshal" and were "provided with Soviet uniforms, complete with high boots, stiff shoulder-straps, and red-banded garrison caps."
The motive was to secure their support for the "Republic" under Qazi Mohammed. The rank of a "marshal" was also awarded to the Iraqi Kurdish tribal chief Mustafa Barzani (Lortz, 2005 : p. 28 citing Roosevelt, 1947 other Kurdish military commander in the army of the Mahabad "Republic" was ever given the rank or the uniform of the Soviet Army. 26 To sum up: out of four "National Army" "generals" of the Mahabad "Republic" only one was specifically indicted after its downfall for "wearing a general's uniform" and was finally hanged after his conviction inter alia because of that. The incriminated uniforms were locally Iranian Kurdish designed and manufactured, modelled on Soviet-style uniforms and had mainly an honorary character. 9) Mustafa Barzani in the USSR 1947-1958
Mustafa Barzani together with "more than 500 Peshmerga" (Barzani, 2003: . Sudoplatov, a lieutenant-general of the Soviet domestic intelligence service (NKVD) and head of "Administration for Special Tasks" of the KGB, the Soviet secret service, described the attitude of the Soviets towards Mustafa Barzani and 25 O'Balance, 1996: p. 30 concluded: "Barzani was secretly lobbying the Soviet authorities to appoint him president in place of Qazi Mohammed, who seemed at times to lose control of events. However, the Soviets refused as they did not trust Barzani, and in any case they no longer cared as they were in the process of withdrawing." 26 This is also confirmed by Barzani, 2003: p. 140 , to Baku "with instructions to offer Barzani political asylum for both troops and families, with temporary settlement in rural Uzbekistan not far from Tashkent", Sudoplatov noted. He managed to get Barzani to enter into a contractually determined "political alliance with the Soviet government", whereby the Soviet Union (only) promised "fully support" for a "Kurdish Republic" (headed by Mustafa Barzani) in border areas of Turkey, Iraq and Iran, but ultimately in rather more realistic terms -as Sudoplatov put it -merely composed of a (pro-Soviet) "Kurdish Republic" in territories of northern Iraq only, further accompanied by autonomous Kurdish regions in Turkey and Iran (Sudoplatov & Sudoplatov, 1994 -1995 staff of thirty "Peshmerga" officers, they first stood at attention, but then "all of them fell to their knees and crawled toward Barzani, begging his permission to touch and kiss the hem of his gown and his boots". Sudoplatov reacted with a mixture of shock and disillusionment and noted: "All illusions of democratic Kurdistan evaporated from my mind", concluding: "it was clear to me that the plan [creation of a democratic Kurdistan under Mustafa Barzani] (Sudoplatov & Sudoplatov, 1994 -1995 ). Afterwards, in April 1952, "Barzani settled down near Tashkent, surrounded by his family and his countrymen in a large collec-27 Pawel Anatoljewitsch Sudoplatov (1907 Sudoplatov ( -1996 , Lieutenant-General of the Soviet domestic intelligence service NKVD, head "Administration for Special Tasks" of the Soviet secret service KGB; Sudoplatov, Pawel, & Anatoli (1994 -1995 Vasili Nikitich Mitrokhin (1922 Mitrokhin ( -2004 , leading keeper of the archives of the Soviet foreign security service; defected 1992 to the British intelligence service MI6with a large collection of KGB files known as the "Mitrokhin Archive", exposing numerous Russian agents; Andrew & Mitrokhin (2005): pp. 175-176, 536 . See also Smolansky & Smolansky (1991) .
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Viktor Abakumov (1908 Abakumov ( -1954 (Sudoplatov & Sudoplatov, 1994 -1995 . In the 1950s "the Kurds were Russia's only allies in the area, but later our strategic alliances with lraq and Syria became the dominant factor in Middle East politics", Sudoplatov explained. During Sudoplatov's involvement in Kurdish affairs the 1950s the main purpose was "to take advantage of the Kurdish movement in the confrontation of the Cold War." Playing with the option of setting up a "republic of Kurdistan" for the Kremlin was "an attractive instrument for pursuing our policy in the Middle East", and "a way of undermining British and American interests and positions there" at a time when the balance of power was rapidly drifting away from Moscow. In the 1960s
Mikhail Suslov 30 succeeded Sudoplatov in working with Barzani. Suslov "promised all-out support for Kurdish autonomy for overthrowing Nuri Said in lraq". After Nuri Said's government was overthrown in a military coup with the support of the Soviet Union, the latter "acquired allies in the area who were far more important for [Moscow's] geopolitical considerations than the Kurds." In consequence, in the 1970s the Soviet Union "abandoned the Kurds in their struggle." Sudoplatov's sobering conclusion: The Soviet Union had been aiming "to turn the Kurds into our strategic ally to control who ruled lraq" but failed. Kurds were used by the Kremlin to undermine the interests and positions of British and Americans during the Cold War in the Middle East but were "tragically manipulated" over and over. In retrospect, for Sudoplatov it is "clear that the superpowers had no interest in a just solution of the Kurdish problem. The fate of Kurdistan was never regarded in the Kremlin-or in London or Washington-to be a humanitarian issue; access to the oil fields in Kurdistan appeared to be the decisive motive in the cynical policy of both the East and the West." The tragedy of Barzani and the Kurdish people is "that the interests of the East and the West-and to a certain extent of the Arab States and Iran-are to preserve the Kurds as a deterrent force in the region, a pawn in the interregional struggle among Turkey, Iraq, and Iran." As a "reasonable solution for the Kurds" Sudoplatov envisaged "international guarantees of limited autonomy", but "no one in the West or the Arabic states wants the Kurds to control the Mosul oil fields in an independent Kurdish republic", he concluded as long as a quarter of a century ago. Mustafa Barzani was characterized by the late Soviet spy-master as "real feudal lord" and as "shrewd politician and military commander". Barzani was "intelligent enough to understand that the future of the Kurds depended on their capacity to manipulate the interests of the superpowers in the Middle East" Sudoplatov & Sudoplatov, 1994 -1995 . His final balance sheet was as plain and unsentimental as his other observations: He had, he said, successfully "contracted" Mustafa Barzani, but Moscow failed "to turn the Kurds into our strategic ally to control who ruled lraq" (Sudoplatov & Sudoplatov, 1994 -1995 
10) Mustafa Barzani no "spy"
The former Soviet foreign security archivist Vasili Nikitich Mitrokhin uses in his collection of KGB files the term "RAIS" for Mustafa Barzani only once. His source also remains the only one known that documents "RAIS" as a "codename" for the late Iraqi Kurdish leader. No other available Soviet sources have so far come to light that provide codenames for contacts of the Kremlin to Barzani (or indeed to any other Kurdish leader). Pawel Sudoplatov, the former head of KGB special task operations, does not mention any codename for Barzani in his publications, and it is unlikely that he would have had no knowledge of one. Yet, both confirm accordingly that Mustafa Barzani had cooperated with the Soviets, that he maintained covert contacts, who were obviously in some form contracted, that each side pursued different, finally incompatible goals, and that Barzani also accepted financial support in cash, but they did never call him a "spy". That is why from the single short one-time description alone of the Soviet archivist Vasili Mitrokhin, it cannot be conclusively concluded that Mustafa Barzani would indeed have been a Kremlin "spy". There are a number of good reasons that make such an assumption unconvincing. For one, the term "Rais" was in the past commonly used for all kinds of leading personalities at that times. For example, when Mustafa Barzani served as dominant Iraqi Kurdish military commander in the Soviet-supported "Kurdish Republic of Mahabad", its leader, Qazi Mohammad, started in May 1946 efforts to change the titles of his regional government members from "wazir" (minister) to "rais", translated 31 Entire quote l.c.: "When I was in jail, I wrote proposals for contacting Barzani when the situation in the Middle East was aggravated in 1963. I was informed that my proposals were accepted, and the Kurds were supplied with ammunition and weapons to defend their areas against punishment expeditions by the lraqi army. However, our attempts to turn the Kurds into our strategic ally to control who ruled lraq ended in failure." by Roosevelt, 1947: p. 261 in good Persian (Iranian) tradition simply as "chief". The reason for that subtle differentiation was that Qazi Mohmmad wanted to calm down escalating tensions with the central power in Teheran and confirm readiness to keep his self-governed autonomous "Republic" within the constitutional sovereignty and boundaries of the then Iranian monarchy. This indicates that the term "rais" had a long-standing tradition of a general usage and was not tailored to one specific person only like Mustafa Barzani. Secondly, Mustafa Barzani accepted also financial help from various foreign countries he cooperated with (including Israel) in order to achieve national Kurdish rights, but numerous eyewitnesses confirm that he used that money as a rule chiefly for the KDP-I movement, did not enrich himself and lived a fairly simple life. Three, there exists furthermore a broad consensus among scholars that Mustafa Barzani was ideologically never a communist and that even some ten years of exile in the USSR did not convert him to one. Four, as already explained in this short analysis, Barzani evidently maintained throughout his life numerous contacts to virtually all neighboring states and also to the superpowers of his time in order to achieve national Kurdish rights (and maintain tribal influence). And in this regard, it was common practice as early as in the 1940s when Mustafa Barzani started his international career to discredit political and military opponents as "spys". Roosevelt and Eagleton described for instance in detail how the Soviets back then used the term "spy" to discredit unwanted rivals of their chosen political leader Qazi Mohammed for the Mahabad Republic, such as the respected American scholars labeled also the pan-Kurdish nationalist movement "Khoyboun", which was founded in the 1920s by the Bedir Khan's in Lebanon as "the most dangerous" because of USSR support: Westermann, 1946: p. 686 : "the Kurdish movement for Khoiboun is the most dangerous of all the troubles which now beset the Middle East, because of the support which it has from Soviet Russia". However, the prevailing post-WWII American view of a Soviet supported Kurdish nationalism was not necessarily shared by Europeans at the time. One example: The Scottish born British army Colonel William Graham Elphinston (1886 Elphinston ( -1952 wrote also in 1946 in sharp contrast: "the statesmen of the United Nations are unlikely to give high priority to the Kurdish problem. Nevertheless, if the principles of the Atlantic Charter are to be applied, the Kurds have as much right as any other people to share in the Four Freedoms.
[…] The Kurdish Nationalists are not unreasonable. They simply desire to be allowed to live as Kurds, speak the Kurdish language, read and publish books and newspapers in that language and not to be assimilated as Arabs, Persians or Turks" (Elphinston, 1946: p. 91 He summed up conclusively (Eagleton, 1963: p. 46 (Sudoplatov & Sudoplatov, 1994 -1995 
Israel -Shah-Iran -USA -Kurds
The United States supported the Iranian Shah Mohammed Reza Pahlavi 1914 -1982 ) and Saddam Hussein (1937 (Gunter, 1994: p. 470 ). The Iraqi army, especially in the 1967 Six-Day War, was "tied to a 'second front' in Kurdish areas" (Orland, 1997 : FAZ, 07.04.1997 : "im Kurdengebiet an eine 'zweite Front' gebunden"). Contacts with Israel Kurds go back to the 1950s, were intensified in 1963 and in 1965-1975 ended in an operation that was codenamed "Marvad" (carpet) (Gunter, 1994: p. 470 anti-tank and anti-aircraft equipment, accompanied by instructors" (Jawad, 1981: p. 303 ). The Israeli "Mossad" and the Iranian "Savak" also helped Mustafa
Barzani to set up the (KDP) security apparatus "Parastin", which was founded in 1966. 37 Some (Barzani) Kurds also received military training in Israel (Jawad, 1981: l.c. Mustafa Barzani in 1963 and supplied the Kurdish units with fire arms, field and anti-aircraft artillery. The US also participated in this campaign [29] . Israel spent tens of millions of dollars on the support of the Kurds, supplying them via Iran, which pursued its own goals in Iraq and had close ties with Israel up until 1979. However, according to Eliezer Tsafrir's testimony, Israel never supported the Turkish Kurds in their war against Turkey or the Iranian Kurds under the Shah [29] ." (Ftn. 29 = Reuters, 21.02.1999 ).
35 Anderson, 1972: p. B7; Morris, 1980: p. 11; Ghareeb, 1981: p. 61; Jawad, 1981: pp. 287-288; Raviv & Melman, 1990: p. 21 & 82; Black & Morris, 1991: pp. 184-185 & 327-330; Cockburn, 1991: pp. 104-105; Gunter, 1994: pp. 470-471; Katz, 1994: p. 175; Nakdimon, 1996; Bengio, 1998a: pp. 32-41; Bengio, 1998b: pp. 115-116, 120, 233 n. 32 & 33; Hennerbichler, 2004: pp. 577-586; Minasian, 2007: pp. 15-32. Gunter, 1994: pp. 470-471 (Gunter, 1994: pp. 470-471; 20112: pp. 147-148; Hennerbichler, 2004: pp. 552-553 Israel was never really understood that Mustafa Barzani in no way wanted to tear down the last bridges "to the Iraqi people" and that he had tried to the last, "to arrive [even] with Baghdad to a mode vivendi", Orland added. He also credited Barzani indirectly with not having implemented "ludicrous plans" ("haarsträubende Pläne") by Israeli military advisors to "destroy dams in Iraq with Kurdish aid and cause the deaths of thousands upon thousands of people or paralyze Iraq's oil industry". Even "the use of non-conventional weapons" had been considered. These plans would have been concocted by Israeli military advisors who later represented parties and movements in the Knesset that propagated "the displacements of Arabs out of Israel as [political] aim", Na- 
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In German: "Auch Israel gehörte zu jenen Staaten, die das Kurdenproblem instrumentalisierten und an einer befriedigenden Lösung im Rahmen des irakischen Staates kein Interesse hatten" (Orland, 1997, Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, no. 80, p. 9 
Iran Shia Crescent
The so-called "Shiite/Shia Crescent" is briefly mentioned here because it illustrates historical interests of Iran to extend its geostrategic influence from the Gulf to the Mediterranean. Currently, Israel is struggling in close cooperation with the U.S. administration of President Donald Trump and in ongoing negotiations with Russia to make sure that in the course of the war in Syria pro-Iranian proxy-militias will stay away from the Israeli borders particularly at the Golan frontlines an infinite deal more than one hundred kilometer. 40 The outcome is open and undetermined.
Historical Background: Keywords: "Shiite Crescent" ("Shia Crescent"):
In the 16th century for the first time in its history, Iran's sphere of influence to its south was fundamentally constrained. In 1514, the Persian Safavids lost the decisive battle of Chaldiran, in today's NW Iran, against the Ottomans. Shah Ismail I (1487-1524), the founder of the Safavid dynasty, leader of the Shiite Safawiyya Order, and ancestor of Shia-Iran, was defeated by Sultan Selim I (1470-1520), the first caliph of the Ottomans, mainly thanks to superior artillery. 41 Since then, Iran's areas of influence to the south have essentially been de- dumped the Kurds, then led by Mustafa Barzani (1903 -1979 
Leadership Claim of Barzanis
The Barzani family is for the most part dominating Iraqi Kurdish politics since 1946, temporarily halfway in power-sharing arrangements with the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan PUK. A truly Western model of democratic majority rule never evolved in Iraqi Kurdistan until today. In the following chapter it is intended to explain why this is the case.
Historical Background: Keywords: Leadership claim of Barzanis:
The KDP-Iraq has been led since its 
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The formation of modern Kurdish parties in Iraq, Iran and Turkey was a long process. They evolved since the 1920s over decades out of inter-communal consultations between leading Kurdish tribal chiefs and intellectuals of their time. None of these modern parties was exclusively founded by one specific single Kurdish personality alone (Hennerbichler, 2004: pp. 477-479, 510-511, 520-522) . Efforts to unite various Kurdish movements reached a peak in [1944] [1945] [1946] in the course of the Mahabad "Republic's" foundation (cf. the following description by Eagleton, 1963: p. 36) . In March 1944 the Iranian "Komala" sent a delegate (Mohammed Amin Shafari) to Kirkuk in Iraq to discuss mutual aid and future plans with representatives of the "Hiwa" (hope) Party. "Hiwa" was established in 1938 mainly by Rafiq Hilmi (1898-1960), a Kurdish historian, writer and politicican from Sulaimaniyah, in the private house in Kirkuk of Amin Rawenduzy, a colonel in the Iraqi army (verbal conversation by his son Wiriya Rawenduzy, 1929-2011, the late doyen of the Kurds in Austria). They agreed on a pact. "Hiwa" was clandestine and had no specific party program. In early summer 1944 members of the Sulaimaniya branch of the "Hiwa" party paid a return visit to "Komala" and confirmed their pact. During the next year and a half Hamza Abdullah from Iraq, Qadri Beg from Syria, and Qazi Mullah Wahab from Turkey met Kurdish leaders in Mahabad and talked about autonomy options. In August 1944 Kurdish leaders from Turkey, Iraq and Iran met at Mount Dalanpar at the three-angel frontier of their countries and signed the pact "Peman I Se Senur" ("Pact of the Three Borders") for mutual support of a greater Kurdistan. Iranian Kurds were represented by Qasim Qaderi of the "Komala" from Mahabad. From Iraq came Skeikh Obaidullah of Zero. Turkey was represented by Qazi Mulla Wahab. The Kurdish Society in Beirut, dominated by the Bedr Khan family, contributed a map which defined geographically a greater Kurdistan. The Society consulted a number of international experts on the Kurdish question at the time and wanted to show the geographically largest possible Kurdistan, as Eagleton noted. Its extent comprised Kurdish inhabited areas from south-eastern Anatolia to the Gulf. Further reading (selection) : Laqueur, 1956: pp. 221-232; Arfa, 1966: p. 124; Stansfield & Anderson, 2009: pp. 65-66; Sluglett & Sluglett, 2003: p. 29; Jawaideh, 2006: pp. 230-242; McDowall, 2007: p. 295; Aziz, 2011: p. 67; Amarilyo, 2014: p. 77 Terms such as "chauvinist", "fascist", "reactionist" or "fanatic" were current at that time with both sides when referring to the other (Bengio, 1998b: pp. 115-116, 120, 233 n. 32 & 33) . See also Ghassemlou & Hessami, 1971 : pp. 88-89 contains a list of 25 KDP-Iran "Peshmerga" who were killed, among them more than ten of whom Mustafa Barzani and his followers are accused that they had them either personally slayed or extradited to Iranian authorities. -A very critical assessment is also published by Pelletiere, 2016: p. 22 and 34 ftn. 77 about the role of the Barzanis at the time: "the Barzanis […] were accorded more or less permanent asylum in Iran. Barzani and his peshmergas remained there and were in residence when four years later the Shah was overthrown by Khomeini. And the tribe's course of action after Khomeini's coming to power is interesting. […] Here it's worth noting (because it bears on the claim that the Barzani tribe formed the vanguard of Kurdish nationalism) that in the 1980s, right after the Islamic Revolution took place in Iran, the Barzanis, who were resident in Iran at the time-having been driven into exile after the 1975 Barzani revolt-aligned themselves with the Khomeiniists. Their first duty was to crush a movement of Iranian Kurdish autonomy led by the Iranian Kurdish Democratic Party (IKDP) under the leadership of Abdul Rahman Ghassemlou, which the Barzanis did (crushed it, that is). Ghassemlou was later assassinated by Iran's Revolutionary Guard, which sought him out in Europe where he had sought refuge." Further reading: Ghassemlou, 1980 Ghassemlou, , 1980 Ghassemlou, -1981 Ghassemlou, and 1988 
Constitutional Crisis Iraq
While (in its constitutional entirety) is specifically designated as part of "Iraqi Kurdistan", but without naming specific (sub-)districts, although these were specified in the cases of Nineveh and Diyala. This is interpreted by the Iraqi Kurds as a claim on Kirkuk (see Kane, 2011: pp. 24-25 Barzani (1903 Barzani ( -1979 and the "Revolutionary
Command Council" (Bassireh, 2003: p. 58 to agree on (still available) options for resolving them (see comments in the final section of this analysis). So, deadlines have not been met, nor have specific indications for dealing with these differences, set out in the constitution itself, been followed. 59 In keywords:
Guidelines for the three-step plan are not specifically set out in Article 140 of the 2005 Constitution. Rather, this refers to Article 58 of the interim legal status of the "Transitional Administrative Law (TAL)", which was adopted in 2004 by the then Iraqi transitional government ("Iraqi Transitional Government" of the "Coalition Provisional Authority"). 60 However, neither TAL 58 nor Article 140 56 "Maliki: Kirkuk Belongs to the Iraqi Government," Zaman, 15 October 2008: "Kirkuk is a city that belongs to the federal government … the only suitable solution, at this time, is to treat it as a special case, like being an independent region" (citing Kane, 2011: p. 52, ftn. 69) .
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"Article 140: First: The executive authority shall undertake the necessary steps to complete the implementation of the requirements of all subparagraphs of Article 58 of the Transitional Administrative Law. Second: The responsibility placed upon the executive branch of the Iraqi Transitional Government stipulated in Article 58 of the Transitional Administrative Law shall extend and continue to the executive authority elected in accordance with this Constitution, provided that it accomplishes completely (normalization and census and concludes with a referendum in Kirkuk and other disputed territories to determine the will of their citizens), by a date not to exceed the 31st of December billion Iraqi Dinar would be required to complete all requested land restitution file cases. At the current slow pace, financial compensation alone would take more than 20 years to complete. The fact that Arabs had accepted compensation money, received funding but then did not leave for good but used the money to renovate their homes in Kirkuk has also been the subject of criticism. How many Arabs might have acted like this is unclear. Their claim to retain a right to vote in Kirkuk remains highly controversial too.
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Land Restitution: The "Iraq Property Claims Commission (IPCC)" is currently processing applications from expropriated farmers demanding the return of some 1,200,000 Dunam (2500 m 2 ) of agricultural land. As of 2015, IPCC's Kirkuk office audited around 8800 such controversial cases (MERI 2015: 18) . The number who received a positive response, or was turned down, is not available. The authorities are also accused of being dilatory and of imposing excessive conditions. As of 2015, IPCC's Kirkuk office audited around 8800 such controversial cases (MERI, 2015: 18) .
Census: The Federal Constitution of Iraq of 2005 mentions the term "census" only twice: in Art. 110 in the enumeration of the "exclusive remit" of the federal government in Baghdad to conduct "general population statistics" and to hold a
